wwreiwewr wa eH] Ff 





THE AMERICAN 


NATIONAL PREACHER. 


APRIL, 1840. (Wuote No. 160. 


——— —- —— 








No. 4. Vo. XIV.) 











SERMON CCLXXx. 





BY REV. J. W. YEOMANS, 


TRENTON, N. J. 





FAMILY RELIGION. 


“ With thee will I establish my covenant ; and thou shalt come into the 
ark ; thou, and thy sons, and thy wife, and thy sons’ wives with 
thee.” Genesis, 6 : 18. 


We have here an example by which God teaches one of the 
principles of his administration of grace. In the prominent dis- 
pensations of temporal good and evil towards the earlier genera- 
tions of mankind, he revealed the more important principles on 
which his spiritual dispensations should, both then and now, pro- 
ceed ; and perhaps, did we read the Old Testament more for that 
end, we should find it a crowded record of examples, set forth 
in the old dispensation to be followed in the new. 

The principle presented in the text is the family covenant. 1 
propose to treat the covenant in the case of Noah’s salvation from 
the flood as an illustration of God’s covenant of grace in its re- 
lation to families, and to explain and recommend the privileges 
and the duties which that covenant involves. 

“With thee will I establish my covenant, and thou shalt come 
into the ark ; thou, and thy sons, and thy wife, and thy sons’ wives 
with thee.” God thus gave Noah a solemn and specific pledge 
of salvation from the flood ; and this pledge embraced his family 
with himself. To place in fair light the kind and the amount of 
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instruction conveyed to us by this covenant, these four things 
require notice :—the ritual relations of this covenant; the mat- 
ters it contemplated ; the principle on which it proceeded, and 
the persons it embraced. 

As to the ritual relations of this covenant with Noah. We 
have no knowledge of any dispensation of rites and ceremonies 
peculiar to that age of the world, and determining the form or 
the spirit of the covenant, or even the terms of its description. 
It was not a covenant of rites and ceremonies pertaining to a 
temporary system. In both the spirit and the form, it appertained 
to no changeable or occasional law ; but was conducted by the 
permanent laws of the kingdom of grace. Like the covenant 
with Abraham, it was made before all ceremonial laws, and did 
not depend on them for its existence, its meaning, or its effects ; a 
conspicuous and independent example of God’s way of showing 
favor to his friends, and an example which we are taught to ex- 
pect he will follow, at least as his general rule. 

As to the matters which this covenant contemplated :—The 
favor promised to Noah and his family was a great distinction, 
and proper to the system of grace. This covenant was not in- 
deed what we commonly call the covenant of grace, the covenant 
which makes eternal life sure to God's elect through the atone- 
ment of Christ; yet it was a covenant of grace, although it re- 
lated to a temporal good. It was not as if God had said to Noah, 
With thee will I establish my covenant, and thou shalt come into 
heaven; thou, and thy sons, and thy wife, and thy sons’ wives 
with thee. Yet the favor which that covenant promised was as 
really grace, as that which promises heaven to the believer in 
Christ. The spirit of the promise was the same. For, so far as 
the flood was sent to punish sin, did not the grace of that covenant 
promise Noah and his family salvation from a part of the punish- 
ment of sin? And it was properly deliverance, or salvation. It 
was not mere forbearance. The forbearance of God had been 
granted to all the generations of the human family who then had 
lived. Thousands of the most ungodly had been permitted to live 
the whole of the long term of life at that time allotted to man; 
and was this favor to Noah nothing but such forbearance as this ? 

The principle on which this covenant proceeded was the 
identical principle of the christian dispensation, although less 
fully developed than in after days. Though Christ was not yet 
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slain in fact, he was in theory ; and the administration of grace 
was conducted from the first on the principles of his atonement 
and mediation. Abraham saw not only Christ’s day as a pro- 
phet, but also the benefits of Christ’s salvation as a saint. It is 
only through Christ that favor has been ever shown to sinners; and 
the salvation of Noah from the flood was as properly a benefit of 
Christ’s death, as was the spiritual salvation of Noah in heaven. 

And the salvation was by faith. It was said of Enoch that he 
walked with God, and was not, for God took him. Noah, after his 
manner, walked with God, and he, for his testimony, was saved 
from the flood. And the righteousness of both these men is pro- 
nounced by Paul the apostle to be the righteousness of faith. 
The faith of Noah, like the faith of Abraham, was reckoned unto 


him for righteousness ; and that alone it was that constituted 


him righteous before God. The covenant with Noah proceeded 
therefore on Gospel principles ; bestowing a favor on Noah asa 
man of faith, and through the merits of that Redeemer by whom 
all the righteous have salvation. 

As to the persons whom this covenant respected :—The form 
of speech in which the covenant is announced is peculiar: “ With 
thee will I establish my covenant, and thou shalt come into the 
ark, thou, and thy sons, and thy wife, and thy sons’ wives with 
thee.” The covenant was with Noah in his single name, “ With 
thee ;’ not, “with thee and thy children.” Noah was the only 
person to whom the language was addressed ; and his family are 
taken with him, as though they were a part of himself; and by 
the terms of the covenant we are led to the unavoidable belief 
that had the father of those children been an ungodly man, they 
would in their existing character have enjoyed the benefit of no 
covenant. This is the feature of the covenant with Noah, to which 
attention is here especially requested. It was a covenant with 
Noah alone; but its provisions extended to others besides 
himself; and the principle on which others enjoyed its bene- 
fits, was that of sovereign and condescending favor towards the 
righteous man with whom the covenant was made. No one can 
read this language without receiving the impression that this ex- 
tension of the covenant was intended as a kindness to Noah 
himself, by which the blessing of his own salvation might be in- 
creased by the salvation of others who were dear to him, and 
whose welfare could thus be reckoned as a reward of his own 
righteousness. 
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The benefits of this covenant reached the family of Noah through 
their particular relation to him. That relation was, in the first 
place, the relation of near kindred. The persons were his sons, 
his wife, and his sons’ wives; the kindred of nearest degrees. 
Remoter relatives were not embraced. And, in the second place, 
they fell within that line of relationship of which Noah himself 
was the beginning. They composed a family of which he was 
the head. His brothers and sisters were not included. His fa- 
ther, indeed, at the coming of the flood, was dead; having been 
taken, only five years before, from evil to come. But he was 
alive, and at the head of his patriarchate, when God made the 
covenant with Noah, and during one hundred and fifteen years 
after the ark is supposed to have been begun ; yet no place was 
provided for him in the covenant or in the ark. The only persons 
embraced in those gracious provisions, were persons who con- 
stituted what could properly be called his family. By the patri- 
archal arrangement, the branches of the family remained on the 
paternal estate until the death of the patriarch. To him, during 
his life, the general control of the household was yielded ; and 
he, as father and head, was responsible for the proper manage- 
ment of its affairs. Each son had his personal rights; and ex- 
ercised his subordinate prerogative in the immediate control of 
his own wife and children, but all the branches, with their par- 
ticular and more limited authorities, in some respects like states 
confederate, were under the general authority of the common 
patriarch. Thus Noah, while his father lived, was so far con- 
sidered the head of his own branch, as to admit a particular dis- 
pensation towards him and his own children; and after his fa- 
ther’s death, still remained the head and natural representative of 
the household, consisting of all his sons and their families. 

One circumstance of Noah’s family connections ought not to 
escape our notice. We will not presumptuously pry into the 
reasons of the divine counsels in this case ; yet the fact to which 
I now refer is fraught with instruction. The generations of Noah’s 
near kindred were confined to a single one besides his own. His 
father was dead, and with the single exception of Enoch, who 
was translated in early life, Lamech was the first and only 
antediluvian patriarch who died before his first son was six hun- 
dred years old. Thus, at the time of the flood, Noah had not 
a single ancestor living. A still more remarkable diversion of the 
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course of nature appears in the case of his children. Noah, of all 
his line from Adam, appears to have been the only father who 
at six hundred years of age had but three children, and those all 
sons. Of every patriarch till Noah it is expressly said, he begat 
sons and daughters. Observe, too, the unprecedented interrup- 
tion of the progress of generations in the instance of his children. 
His sons were all married, and had formed their matrimonial 
connections, for aught that appears, at the usual time of life; but 
they had no children. The other patriarchs previous to the flood, 
long before their six hundredth year, saw their children’s chil- 
dren. Adam, at a little above six hundred, saw Enoch, his de- 
scendant of the sixth generation; while Noah, at the time of the 
flood, sees his sons all married, but childless. There were chil- 
dren born to them after the flood, as the historian minutely relates, 
but none before. 

Had now the all-wise God designed to disembarrass this family 
covenant with Noah from every thing which might prevent its 
application in after ages with their modified domestic arrange- 
ments, and at the same time to relieve that righteous man from 
distress concerning the fate of a venerated ancestry, and of a 
beloved and tender posterity, the facts above stated would seem 
exactly suited to accomplish such a design. To save his filial 
affection from violence, and the covenant with him from embra- 
cing persons over whom he had no control, and in whose behalf 
he held no parental and natural responsibility, his ancestors were 
seasonably removed by a natural death. To avoid resort to in- 
cestuous connections in re-peopling the earth, his children were 
all sons, who had taken them wives from other families, and 
brought them to the patriarchal home. ‘To relieve the covenant 
with Noah from concern with descendants over whose particular 
behavior the ancestor of second remove could generally have no 
immediate influence, and in reference to whom his parental re- 
sponsibility was intercepted by the intermediate responsibility of 
their own parents, his descendants are for the time confined to 
a single generation. A more precise adjustment of circumstances 
could not be requisite to adapt this covenant transaction to all 
ages and nations of mankind, while it afforded Noah complete 
relief from embarrassments otherwise incident to the family ar- 
rangements of his day. 

In this covenant, moreover, Noah held to his family the rela- 
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tion of a representative; not constituted such, indeed, by their 
choice, but by the appointment of God. He was so, as it were, 
by nature. And this conspicuous case, with several others on 
record of different degrees of notoriety, would lead us to suppose, 
without equal or stronger evidence to the contrary, that this re- 
presentative character belongs by nature to the parental relation. 
Is any other parental attribute more clearly designated in Scrip- 
ture than this? See Adam, Noah, Shem, Ham, and Japheth, 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and the twelve patriarchs, standing 
before God to hear the destiny of their posterity announced as 
the consequence of each father’s character and deeds. The father 
seems to have acted not for himself alone, but for his children 
also. In the case of Noah, of all the cases on record, the princi- 
ple appears most prominent and undeniable ; a clear example of 
all the others. The covenant is with him, in behalf of both him- 
self and his family ; his wife, his sons, and their wives, who, from 
their relation to him, are dear to his affections, and whose general 
interests are blended with his own. His children are contempla- 
ted in him. He is righteous before God, and they share the bene- 
fits of his righteousness. He stood in the covenant, not as an 
individual, but as a father; the head of a household, to whose 
welfare, as well as to his own, his righteousness bore, through the 
grace of God, a very near and important relation. He was righ- 
teous for himself, and his righteousness availed for his family. 
The conditions on which this righteousness of Noah redound- 
ed to the benefit of his children will be stated in another place. 
One word here on the kind of benefit they received. True, it 
was a temporal benefit merely; the grant of a term of years 
which they would not otherwise have lived. It was not a spirit- 
ual and eternal salvation; and we know not with certainty that 
all or any of those three men and their wives were finally saved 
in heaven. The particular covenant now before us did not 
promise a spiritual salvation. The children received the same 
benefit from the covenant, on account of the father’s righteous- 
ness, which the father himself received. Whether the covenant 
of grace with Noah, as an heir of heaven,—the covenant of which 
we are taking this as an example, did actually convey to his 
children, according to its gracious provisions, the benefits of his 
faith, depended on both his and their compliance with its condi- 
tions. The covenant of the ark availed for all concerned, be- 
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cause, as we shall hereafter see, all complied with its conditions. 
The covenant of eternal life avails equally for the benefit of all 
concerned, when its conditions are equally fulfilled. Now as to 
the fact of the eternal salvation of Noah’s children: We have 
hints that both parents and children were more remiss in the 
duties of that covenant, than in those which related to the ark ; 
and on account of this remissness, the benefits of the covenant 
with the parent may have been forfeited by the children. Un- 
less thus forfeited, they are secure to the children; for the 
principles and the style of the covenant is the same, whether 
it relates to temporal or spiritual good. Nay, the same cove- 
nant with a parent, as the head of a household, in one prominent 
case promises blessings both temporal and spiritual in the same 
verms. 

This principle of the family covenant being thus sufficiently 
manifest in the transaction with Noah, we will look for its appear- 
ance in other divine dispensations. 

And particularly in the case of Abraham. The covenant with 
Abraham wears two aspects as we view it from different posi- 
tions in the Scriptures: One, as the constitution of a visible 
church, with special prescriptions for its perpetuity ; the other 
as a formal pledge of spiritual blessings. In the first view, 
Abraham and his family received an ecclesiastical organization ; 
the covenant, or constitution extending in the first instance only 
to his own household. Here was presented another instance 
of the family covenant; precisely, in principle, like that of Noah, 
though relating altogether to a different matter. As the covenant 
with Noah brought his children with him into the ark, so the 
covenant with Abraham brought his children with him into the 
church. And the children of both these patriarchs came to their 
respective privileges through their father’s righteousness. From 
Abraham downward, the hereditary right of church privilege 
pervaded the whole family, unless exceptions were expressly 
taken. Abraham had his family with him entire in the first 
generation, but the descent was confined to Isaac. “In Isaac 
shall thy seed be called.” In the family of Isaac again was 
another and the last selection; “as it is written, Jacob have 
I loved, but Esau have I hated.” From that point the branch- 
es were left entire, and the privileges and obligations of the 
visible church extended through the head to all the members 
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of the family. Nay more; If a heathen head of a family became 
a proselyte to the Hebrew church, he brought his family with 
him, and his own circumcision was a warrant for placing the 
seal of the covenant on every male belonging to him; and his 
family was thus transferred entire into the covenanted household. 
Thus the children even of proselytes became lawful heirs to his 
church estate. 

This imposing example of the same principle on which Noah’s 
family were preserved with him in the ark, shows God’s esteem 
for the family relation. So sacred was the household tie, that 
the perpetuity of the visible church was established upon it; 
and a just and all-sufficient reason for a person’s belonging to the 
ancient church was his belonging to the family of a church mem- 
ber. Such a person could not become an alien from the com- 
monwealth of Israel and a stranger to the covenant of promise, 
unless, for flagrant violation of duty, he was cut off from his 
people. 

Nor was this inheritance of outward privilege confined to the 
old dispensation. Suffer the little children to come unto me, 
says the Saviour, for of such is the kingdom of heaven. They 
also, when brought in by believing parents, belong to the visible 
church. Was not this a gathering of the children with the pa- 
rents into the ark? 

Among the early christians, as at Corinth, the question was 
agitated, whether a husband and a wife, of whom one was a be- 
liever and the other not, ought not to separate. Paul says they 
ought not, and appeals to the church relation of the children to 
justify his decision. The unbelieving husband is sanctified by 
the wife, and the unbelieving wife is sanctified by the husband ; 
else were your children unclean, that is, separate from sacred 
ordinances ; but now are they holy, that is, fit partakers of 
church privilege. “Unclean” was the word which anciently 
signified the state of a person suspended from the enjoyment of 
public privileges with the people of God; and “holy” denoted 
the state of one entitled to those privileges. Although one of 
the parents were an unbeliever, the children were not excommu- 
nicate, for the children follow the state of the believing parent, 
not the unbelieving. So then the covenant of church privilege 
is established with the believing parent, and the children come 
in for a share of the benefits of the parent’s faith. It is the 
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family covenant of Noah, applied to the outward privileges of 
the church. Thus far of the outward and temporal advantages 
connected with the covenant of promise. 

Next, as to the covenant of spiritual favor: Abraham, as a 
man of faith and an heir of eternal life, had a family covenant, 
with conditional securities for the spiritual salvation of his seed. 
His faith in God was reckoned unto him for righteousness; and 
by his faith he was justified before God. He thus became the fa- 
ther of all them that believe ;—the father of the circumcision, or 
of the heirs of his faith among the descendants of his body, and 
all believing proselytes who should come into the covenant 
family through the door of circumcision ;—and the father of the 
uncircumcision, or those believers who should come into the 
christian church by the simpler rite to which circumcision should 
give place. The spiritual seed of Abraham were the heirs of 
his faith, and whether these children were raised up unto him 
of his own body, or of “these stones,” they were all to be found 
in the visible church. “I have made thee a father of many na- 
tions. By the propagation of his blood, a single nation should 
be kept separate, a holy nation, a peculiar people, to which “all 
the families of the earth” should in process of time be joined 
by the propagation of his faith. Gen. 12: 2, 3. Now, the cove- 
nant, “In thee shall all families of the earth be blessed,” unde- 
niably embraces the promise of spiritual blessing—Abraham be- 
comes the father of all these families by their coming under the 
church covenant as a portion of “the seed,” and as professors 
of his faith; and in every case in which the outward profession 
of faith is a true index of the inward power, the spiritual bless- 
edness is secured by that covenant. The root of the olive was 
planted in his family, and its fatness was to be imparted to the 
Gentiles, who should be “grafted in” by a profession of the 
faith of Abraham. A profession of faith authorized the visible 
transfer of the wild olive branch to the root of the good olive-tree, 
where it “ partook of the root and fatness of the olive ;” while 
its continuance there depended on the sincerity of the profes- 
sion of faith. ‘ Because of unbelief, they were broken off; and 
thou standest by faith.” Thus Abraham, with the net of his 
church covenant, comes in between the God of the promises 
and the world that lieth in wickedness, and gathers of every 
kind ; the many who are called, and the few who are chosen ; 
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the multitudes of Israel, as the sands of the sea, and the rem- 
nant who shall be saved ; all they who are of Israel, and they 
who are the Israel of God. 

Through all this process the ingathering goes on, as we have 
seen, by families. The children born to a believer are not “un- 
clean,” but “holy,” and come, of hereditary right, ‘into the con- 
gregation of the Lord.” Adult proselytes from the world to the 
church bring their families along with them, and the family is 
grafted together into the good olive-tree. The question now 
meets us: Is there any spiritual advantage in allthis? Are these 
initiated children more likely to be saved than others? 

It appears plain that they are; and for reasons which it 
seems wrong to disregard. Salvation is, indeed, dispensed to sin- 
ners according to the sovereign pleasure of God, who hath mercy 
on whom he will have mercy. But in dispensing salvation he 
is faithful to his appointed methods. He saves by means, and on 
the conditions of his promises. His means are instruction, a 
religious education, and solemn impression ; and the promise with 
its condition is, whosoever shall call on the name of the Lord 
shall be saved. He authorizes his people to bring their children 
with them, as we have seen, not only to the instructions of his 
word, but to a share with them in the privileges of his church; 
and says, for the comfort and encouragement of the parents, “of 
such is the kingdom of heaven.” His covenant admits them 
there. Express provision is found there for them. And if the 
parents who thus plant them in his vineyard train them up in 
the nurture and admonition of the Lord, are they not the more 
entitled to the humble hope of their children’s salvation, for thus 
placing them in the circle of his gracious covenant? True, some 
brought to God are not saved. Some of them, doubtless, live and 
die in unbelief. But, “what if some did not believe? Shall their 
unbelief make the faith of God of no effect?” Because some Jews 
did not believe, was there no profit in circumcision? “The faith 
of God;” what does that expression imply? Had God indeed 
made a promise which could be understood as a pledge of eternal 
salvation to all the children of Abraham? The Jews affected so 
to understand it; but they perverted the covenant, and all its 
gracious promises. They made the covenant embrace too many 
people, with too little respect for its conditions; and objected 
that if any Jews perished the promise would be, broken. The 
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apostle argues that the “faith of God” would not be broken ; 
that it would be fully kept if a remnant only were saved. And 
the argument is an implied admission that the faith of God is 
pledged for the salvation of some who are embraced in the church 
covenant. And if of any, then of whom? Does he not regard 
the faithfulness and the prayers of those who guide their children 
in his ways’; who keep the covenant on their part; who trust in 
his gracious promise, and plead it, and live in hope of its fulfil- 
ment? We are surely entitled to the comforting belief that the 
eye of his electing love is upon the children of such prayer, and 
faith, and hope, and that these precious fruits of the Spirit, brought 
forth in the parental heart in relation to the dear objects of na- 
tural affection, will, by virtue of the gracious covenant, and by 
the same Spirit, be propagated in the hearts of the children, to 
the joy of the parent and the children’s eternal salvation. 

In the glorious scene of the day of Pentecost the family pro- 
mise appears. “Repent,” says Peter, “and be baptized, and ye 
shall receive the Holy Ghost. For the promise is to you and to 
your children, and to all that are afar off, even as many as the 
Lord our God shall call.” Most‘remarkable terms! But what 
had that convicted assembly, in that moment of their own anguish, 
to do with a promise to their children? And what had those Jews 
from all countries to do with a promise to Gentiles, mentioned 
as afar off? It was due to them that the Gospel principle of 
gracious dispensation should be early and clearly stated. And it 
is this: The promise is to you, [Jews,] and to your children, and 
to them that are afar off, [Gentiles,] and to their children; (for 
so the expression is to be filled out,) even as many as the Lord 
our God shall call. Here an evangelized Jew, familiar with the 
Old Testament language respecting the call of people by families, 
well acquainted with the history of Noah, whose case he after- 
wards quoted in one of his epistles, now a preacher of the Gos- 
pel, full of the Holy Ghost, stands before a multitude of awaken- 
ed sinners, whom, as he supposed, the Lord his God had called, 
and declares that the promise of the Holy Ghost is to them and 
their children. As Abraham had a promise to him and to his 
children; as Noah had a promise to him and his children; so 
“the promise of the Holy Ghost” is to believers and their chil- 
dren. On this principle the apostle seems to have practised. When 
we see Paul baptizing the jailer’s family at Philippi, we seem 
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sure that he had taught that father the pentecostal doctrines of 
Peter; “the promise is to thee and to thy children.” And so also 
when at Corinth, he baptized the household of Stephanas. 

Let the christian father who seeks encouragement in training 
his children, look at righteous Noah leading his household into 
the ark, and saving them from the overflowing destruction by 
the sensitive and tender cords of his own faith. Let the flood 
represent the final wrath of God against the wicked; the ark, 
Christ, the sinner’s refuge; the covenant with Noah, God’s 
gracious covenant with parents; the faith of Noah, the faith of a 
parent in the covenanted mercy of God; and may we not trust 
that as Noah’s faith and his leading his family into the ark were 
the means by which electing mercy came to his children, so the 
humble faith of a christian parent, and faithfulness in teaching 
the children the ways of the Lord, and commending them to the 
mercy of his covenant, will be the means of bringing salvation to 
the children. Christian parent, try it and see the result. Think 
not lightly of this covenant till, after thorough trial, you have 
proved it inefficacious. It is easily overlooked. Some despise 
it openly, and are bold enough to denounce, as a human device, 
the admission of children to any covenant privileges. But with 
such examples and such precepts before you in the Bible, can 
you think lightly of this doctrine of the family covenant? Let your 
children come with you to the altars of the Lord, as set apart to 
him, not “unclean but holy,” with the sign and the seal of God’s 
gracious covenant upon them. Spend your days in pleading with 
God the promises of that covenant, and with them its obligations ; 
and then if your doctrine prove a delusion, and the children of 
your love, of your faith, and of your prayer must perish, their 
ruin cannot have been caused by your mistake. Your error will 
be found harmless and safe. But if this covenant of God be in 
force, and his people, by their neglect of it, render it of no effect, 
wo to those children on whom the final consequences of that neg- 
lect shall fall ! 

Some parent, perhaps, may retire from the contemplation of 
this part of the subject, with something like the following lamenta- 
tion: If these things be so, I was born in the visible church; 
was solemnly given to God by my parents, who bore me in the 
arms of faith to his altar; I held by inheritance a title to a share 
in the outward privileges of the church; I wasa child of prayer; 
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but by my own persevering unbelief and impenitence I am cut- 
ting myself off from the congregation of the Lord, and becoming 
a voluntary alien and apostate. And here are my children, whom 
I am separating from the covenants of promise with myself. I 
tremble under such responsibility ; for it must be a heavy and a 
bitter curse that falls on him who interrupts the succession of 
God’s covenanted generations, 
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SERMON CCLXXXI. 


BY REV. J. W. YEOMANS. 





FAMILY SALVATION. 


“ And Noah went in, and his sons, and his wife, and his sons’ wives with 
him, into the ark, because of the waters of the flood.”—Gen. 7 : 7. 


The family of Noah, as we have seen, enjoyed a precious fruit of 
their father’s righteousness. It was to them an inestimable blessing 
that their father was a man of faith, When the God in whom he 
believed proposed to make his case a permanent example of the 
favor to be hoped for by the righteous, he put the children with the 
father in the provisions of the gracious covenant; and they receiv- 
ed a benefit of the father’s righteousness on the ground of their re- 
lation to him. 

How happily does the spirit of this covenant agree with the live- 
ly sentiments of natural affection in the heart of the christian pa- 
rent. Had Noah been chosen alone to that salvation, and had his 
family been left involved in the perdition of the ungodly world, 
while his faithful instruction and their faithful obedience had been 
the same as it was, what a scene had been presented in that house- 
hold at the moment of the parent’s supposed final separation 
from the children! There was a tender element in his fatherly love 
which came not from the tie of blood. His children were pious to- 
wards their father, if not towards God ; and this filial piety, while 
without the father’s faith it could stand them in no stead before 
* God as a ground of their salvation from the flood, did nevertheless 
prove the delicate line by which the father’s faith led them into 
the ark. And how tenderly did it endear them to him! They had 
been the objects of his pious care. Their welfare had engaged his 
anxious concern. Their character was, under God, the creature of 
his own influence. He had prayed with them. He had prayed for 
them. He had instilled into their minds the doctrines of his own righ- 
teousness. They, by their father’s counsels, had kept themselves 
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from the abominations of the world; and seemed willing, as their his- 
tory shows, rather to adhere to his doctrines and go with him into the 
ark, than to take their chance with the rest of the world. How the ob- 
jects of such affection and such care entwine themselves around a 
parent’s heart, a parent only can know ; and that parent only whose 
tender devotion to his children is sweetened by an equally tender de- 
votion to God. What hopes of future fruit from such culture! How 
precious that field where he has sown in such tears ; the field which 
he has fenced and guarded from the tread of the destroyer, and in 
which he has watched day and night for the springing of the pre- 
cious blade! To see such a field deluged with the waters of a pre- 
mature destruction were an affliction which could not come u on 
so devoted a friend of God, except for palpable reasons. Imagine 
him tearing himself away from his weeping family, to go alone into 
the ark: My children, you hear him say, I have been warned of 
God that he is about to destroy the world by a flood. By his di- 
rection I have built this ark, in which he has promised to save my 
life. Ihave taught you the duty which God requires of you. I 
have prayed for you. You have witnessed my labor and expense 
in building this ark ; you have approved them; you have joined 
me in them; and have cheerfully consented to this application of 
property, which, had you survived my decease, would have fallen 
by inheritance to you. But I have received po command to take 
you with me into the ark. And although, in the sorrow of my fa- 
therly heart, I could wish to die for you, or even with you, yet I go 
myself into a safe refuge from the storm and the flood, and must 
resign you to destruction. 

Could such a scene be looked for under a dispensation of mercy ; 
and in a case, too, where kindness to a beloved friend is the sole 
and professed reason for the act, and where the faithfulness of that 
friend in all his duties as a parent is openly approved? What vio- 
lence, without cause, to those profound and sacred sentiments 
of parental love implanted by God’s own hand in the bosom of 
man; sentiments which in no degree of their power are the off- 
spring of evil in the heart; nay, which are increased in their very 
tenderness by the spirit of devotion which God approves. To tor- 
ture thus the spirit of a godly man, who, it would seem, had nothing 
for which to reproach himself, nothing for which God upbraided 
him in the matter of parental duty ; whose children, by their duti- 
ful compliance with his commands in the matter pertaining to the 
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covenant of the ark, had knit themselves with every fibre of his 
fatherly heart; we say not by any means that Noah could in justice 
claim better treatment at the hand of God, but we do say it seems 
not like the manner of the grace of God. Such are not the tender 
mercies of the Lord. He professes to regard the affections of na- 
ture in the hearts of his own children, and shapes the methods of 
his grace to his schemes of creation and providence. 

The principles on which this act of divine favor proceeded from 
father to son claim here to be carefully traced. It does not appear 
that Shem, Ham, and Japheth would have been saved from the 
flood had not their father been a righteous man. It is not said 
that they were righteous before God. It is not intimated that they 
were consulted in relation to the covenant; or that the covenant 
was made with them in any personal sense. It was for them, but 
with their father; in the whole transaction he was their representa- 
tive ; and his righteousness was so imputed to them, that provision 
was made for them in the ark as though they, like him, were righ- 
teous. All was done through him, and in his name. This seems 
the true representation of these transactions. 

The natural bond which bound them all together in the bundle of 
salvation was the bond of parental and filial love. Had Noah felt 
for his offspring no love, tender and chastened by the power of his 
pious faith; or had his love been less; or had it been only a self- 
ish and depraved affection, which often in this world goes by the 
sacred and much abused name of parental love ; or had he exer- 
cised his affection in a less religious treatment of his children ;— 
then, if even himself could have been saved as a righteous man, he 
could not have such hope for the salvation of his children. The 
cords of natural affection became, as it were, conditional conductors 
of divine favor to the children, and the conditions on which that 
favor was transmitted now demand our attention. 

I. An evident condition on which the family of Noah were em- 
braced with him in the ark, was his faithful instruction and his pa- 
rental control. That in both these respects Noah did his duty to his 
family, is clear from the result. His children agreed in their views 
of truth and duty with him, and not with the rest of the world. 
They all went with him into the ark. They consented to their 
father’s faith in relation to the coming of the flood; and since God 
had warned him, and he believed God, he warned them, and they 
believed him. He was not so fearful lest his children should not 
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be free and rational in adopting their opinions that he could not 
teach them his own; but, sure that opinions which were safe for 
him would be safe for them, he did not hesitate to instil his doc- 
trines into their minds. 

This word instil is intended here to denote much more than to 
recommend. The teaching of the parent implies a more powerful 
influence than mere explanation and recommendation. There is a 
theory which forbids a child to be taught truth any faster than he 
can comprehend the evidences of it; which brands as evil preju- 
dice all belief not founded on the perception of evidence. But 
of this theory the practice of mankind is, and must be, a perpetual 
contradiction. Ifa child were not permitted to believe and practise 
upon philosophical truth till he could perceive and weigh its evi- 
dences, how long in this world could he live? And is there no re- 
ligious truth sufficiently fixed and certain for a child to receive and 
act upon under a parent’s direction? The precepts of the Bible 
presume that there is. The laws of nature, which control the pa- 
rental relation and dictate the parental duties, proclaim that there 
is; and these all assert that the parent is bound to find out truth 
for his children, and teach it diligently to them. 

The reason of this duty is founded in the natural right and power 
of parental control. The parent can teach with authority; and he 
is the only human teacher who can. The preacher before his con- 
gregation can only explain and prove truth, and recommend it by 
consideration of the propriety of which every hearer claims and ex- 
ercises right to judge for himself. But the parental prerogative 
controls the child’s opinions ; and if, by skill in governing his child 
and guiding his early thoughts, the parent can mould his child’s 
opinions according to his pleasure, no natural rights of the child, 
no power, either civil or ecclesiastical, can properly interfere with 
his privilege. He holds the unquestionable right to command his 
child in the way which he conscientiously believes to be duty. 
He is the first judge of his child’s duty. And for the successful 
exercise of that right, his relation to the child affords the most im- 
portant facilities. The child is cast at his birth upon his parent’s 
care. He has at first no more of opinion or of knowledge, except 
what he receives from the parent, than he has of liberty or proper- 
ty. He receives truth and acts upon it without examination, with- 
out a glimpse of evidence, and even without knowing the connec- 
tion between truth and the evidence which supports it. At this 
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point of first impressions the power of the parent over the cnfla’s 
impressions is almost absolute. No power of one finite mind over 
another can be more complete. Here is the beginning of the sys- 
tem of parental control. It is the power of the parent over first im- 
pressions. He has his children so much at his command that he 
may justly be responsible for their opinions, as he is for his own. 
And when right principles are thus early inculcated, the parent has 
great advantage over the maturer years of his offspring. In Noah’s 
family we have remarkable evidence of his faithfulness. Those 
three sons and their wives honored their father’s faith, and sub- 
mitted to his direction. During those long hundred and twenty 
years, while their father was spending his time and his substance 
on that immense ark ; while the changes of nature went quietly on 
around them, and all things remained as they were from the foun- 
dation of the world ; while all the world besides were perhaps de- 
riding him; his family clave to his interest, and shared in his re- 
proach ; and he led them all into the ark, amidst the scoffs of the 
ungodly neighbors, and under as bright a sun, perhaps, as ever 
shone. 

This fact declares a volume on the subject of parental control. 
Let us learn a lesson from it. “Thou shalt come into the ark, and 
thy children.” Had Noah sacrificed his control over his family to 
a vain ambition to have them appear independent and high-mind- 
ed in the world, they might not have been saved. They might 
have refused to come with him into the ark. The management of 
the family in this matter is committed to him. God commands 
him, and leaves him to command his children. And by a strict and 
wise parental discipline he so commanded that not one disobeyed. 

Would a parent know what things they are which he is bound to 
teach his children? They are the things which he thinks it safe 
and proper for him to hold himself. The parent should find out 
the truth for himself and them. He has more than himself to pro- 
vide for. The word of God to every parent, like the word of Noah, 
is intended for the children likewise. Alas, then, for those children 
whose parents have no word of God for them ; no covenant of God 
to commend to them; no faith in God to exemplify before them; 
no influence over their tempers and dispositions to keep them out 
of the world of wickedness. 

Would the parent know how far he may trust God in relation to 
the salvation of his children? Trust in proportion your own faith- 
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fulness. Do you keep your children under your authority and 
care? Do you hold what you humbly and prayerfully believe to 
be the truth; and thus do you teach your children your own doc- 
trine, or do you employ others to teach them theirs? Who are 
they, christian father and mother, whom you are permitting to give 
the first religious impressions to your dear children, concerning 
whom God hath a covenant only with you? Do you teach your 
children their duty, or, teaching them nothing yourself, do you send 
them elsewhere to be taught? If you shun the labor and the 
responsibility of teaching your children yourself, and substitute 
other influences over them for your own, you know not whither 
those influences may lead them ; and how can you cherish a more 
rational faith for their salvation than you could for your own while 
you neglect the means of securing it ? 

Would the parent know what faithfulness to his children is ? 
Noah guarded his family effectually against the seductions of the 
world. He was not, we may presume, particularly anxious lest his 
children should not learn the ways of the world, and be familiar 
with every fashion and folly of the day. Very possibly they were 
thought less accomplished than many of their neighbors ; less versed 
in the arts of fashionable life; and less practised in the superficial 
forms of refinement as it sometimes prevails; but then they were 
saved from the flood; a distinction which, in the end, their scorn- 
ful superiors might have envied; a happiness which both them- 
selves and their father considered a manifold compensation for the 
refinements and the empty pleasures they had forsaken. Let every 
christian parent guard with special care his influence over his 
children. It is a precious trust. It is easily and often betrayed. 
Yet happy is he whose children are so completely under his pious 
control that they will believe with affectionate promptness on the 
credit of their father’s faith; that they will understand and respect 
their father’s opinions and his pious practices; and not give them- 
selves away as captives to the power of the vain and wicked world 
in spite of his parental care. 

Then would the parent know what to expect as the good effect 
of his faithfulness. Expect to see your children grow up with a 
filial reverence for your doctrines and your religious ways; pre- 
possessed in favor of the faith their father cherished, and of the 
life he lived. They will have your religious opinions, instead of 
none at all. They will incline to your modes of worship and your 
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church, instead of being distracted among many, or disinclined to 
all. If they wish to investigate truth for themselves, as, if they 
are rightly trained, they doubtless will, they will have some opin- 
ions which they will respect for their father’s sake, and which they 
will hold till they find those that please them better; instead of 
having no fixed opinions, and being, from a dissipated and unsettled 
habit of mind, averse to adopting any. It is a sad misfortune for a 
family of children, when the parents differ in their religious views; 
one belonging to one denomination, the other to another. The 
manifest and mournful effects of this diversity on the religious 
character and prospects of the family deserve to be held up as a 
solemn warning to those who are forming their marriage connec- 
tions. The evil of such difference of religious faith between parents, 
however conscientious and kind, is exceedingly great. To the 
children it is next to no religion at all. Let parents who thus dif- 
fer with each other, weigh the consequences to their offspring, and 
consider whether conscience in respect to their children’s welfare 
be not as solemn a matter as conscience respecting their own sec- 
tarian peculiarities; and whether they ought not, for conscience’ 
sake, on some terms to agree. It is a solemn subject; and the 
best way to escape difficulty in the case is to shun the unequal mar- 
riage connection at the outset. 

The consequences of defective discipline will appear in the ir- 
regular habits of the family in respect to religion. Has the chris- 
tian father too little influence to command the presence of his fami- 
ly at daily prayer, or to take them with him to his seat in the house 
of public worship, let him not wonder, if, before he dies, he sees 
his children running, with a giddy curiosity, after doctrines which 
he disbelieves, and falling under an alien influence stronger than his 
own. Wo to them, and unhappy for him, if, when the flood is about 
come, and he calls his family to go with him into the ark, he finds 
he has no influence over them, and they will not come. In such 
defects as have now been mentioned may we look for those in- 
fluences which sunder the ties of religious unity into households; 
which leave them to fritter into separate and volatile particles with 
every wind of doctrine and sleight of men, and make in some fami- 
lies as many denominations of worshipers as there are individuals 
who worship God at all. Thus far of the covenant obligations of 
the parent. 

Il. Let us turn to those of the children. 
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It was the part of Noah’s children to receive his word on the 
subject of the flood, and act upon it, with all submission. He was 
their appointed teacher; and unless they could discern such signs 
of mental infirmity in him as might neutralize his counsels, it must 
require the strongest evidence to set his instructions aside. There 
is but one condition on which the child may righteously disregard 
the conscientious and pious teaching of a parent. It is when, with 
equal conscientiousness and piety, the child has formed opinions 
and chosen practices which seem to him more agreeable to the 
will of God. Otherwise he slights his father’s counsels at his peril. 

Let the question then be put to those sons and daughters of 
sainted faith and love who were brought in infancy to the altars 
of God; whose infant helplessness was borne up by hands spread 
forth to heaven in prayer ; whose infant smile was courted by lips 
on which the name of Jesus rested, and whose cradled slumbers 
were invoked by sounds of melodious devotion ;—you were warned, 
as you grew up, of the wrath to come; you were shown the ark 
of safety and the way to enter it ;—Have you held by your parents’ 
counsels? If not, have you formed a conscientious judgment that 
their way was wrong? Have you searched out better doctrine 
than they held; or better rules of life than they followed? You 
have now perhaps families of your own. Your infant sorrows were 
soothed by the song of christian faith, and hope, and holy joy. 
Do you sing a sweeter song over the cradle of your own offspring ? 
You were brought to the holy altar of the God of mercy, and de- 
voted to him, and commended to his mercy. Have ye renounced 
that parental vow as unlawful, unjust, and impious, that now, when 
your assent to its obligations is sought, you will not give it; that, 
when exhorted to the adoption of your parents’ faith, you will not 
yield it? And as to your own children—have you bound them 
to a holier altar, or devoted them to a better Master? The simple 
prayers, dictated to your lisping responses as you sank into the 
placid slumbers of every night—you do not teach them to your 
children. Did they do you harm? Have you found out some- 
thing better; some softer, purer charm, with which to tinge the 
calm and mellow verge of your children’s repose? You do not 
read the word to your household, nor lead them daily to the throne 
of grace. How is it that you can swerve so deliberately from the 
way in which you were brought up; that you can withstand the 
influence of those fatherly and motherly instructions, and break in 
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upon those solemn associations that governed your childhood and 
youth ? 

It was the part of Noah’s children to approve, maintain, and obey 
the religious regulations of their father’s household. The family 
must be unanimous. They must follow him whose faith brings 
covenant blessings to them. ‘Think of those sons of the pious 
patriarch, hoping to be saved from the flood, yet stealing away from 
the paternal roof at the hour of prayer, and holding their father’s 
devotion incontempt. Or, if each had his household apart, imagine 
them taking wives who disagreed with them in their religious views, 
and would not join in their religious exercises ; and then with their 
wives forsaking the established and familiar household practices of 
their father. Would any one suppose that the faith of a common 
parent was bringing these dissenting children within the compass 
of the same divine favor ; that they were about to enjoy a common 
deliverance from the flood by virtue of their father’s faith ? 

Yet such unhappy families are not unknown. The parents, per- 
haps, are conscientious and tender of their children’s welfare ; but 
lacking skill and decision, they lose control over their children 
as they grow up. The children freely indulge their propensities ; 
learn to be every where else more than at home; contract a dis- 
relish for their parents’ religion; and then, being repelled by the 
very appearance of the needful restraint, they acquire a disgust for 
family religion, and a feeling of excuse for hating it on account of 
its repulsive aspect. The stale proverb that children of the strict- 
est families are the most wayward of all, has its origin in these 
failures. It is the kind of restraint, not the degree, that is defective. 
It is an outward force, which does not subdue the spirit. It ap- 
plies a momentary strain to the stubborn will; but leaves it, when 
the force is removed, to return to its natural state, like the drawn 
bow, with a violence the greater for the greater restraint. 

I appeal to those sons and daughters now grown up, who are 
called together morning and evening to the reading of the Scrip- 
tures, and to prayer: Do you cheerfully obey the summons? Is 
that obedience your delight? Or having gone from your father’s 
home to your own, do you there call on the name of the Lord? If 
not, how can you so widely depart from your parents’ ways, against 
reason, affection, and conscience, and set up a prayerless household, 
such a household as you neyer lived in till you made it for yourself? 

Jt was the duty of Noah’s family to follow his personal example 
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of pious obedience. This, in the matter of the ark, they did. They 
forsook all, as he did, at the word of the Lord. We hear no mur- 
murings among them against the expense and labor of the ark; no 
remonstrances against what the world might call the foolish en- 
terprise ; no hesitation in following his direction and example 
throughout. God said to Noah, Thy sons, and thy wife, and thy 
sons’ wives shall go with thee into the ark; and they went,—a 
striking instance of filial submission. Noah forsakes all at the 
word of the Lord, to go into the ark, and seek salvation in the ap- 
pointed way. His children forsake all, and go with him ;—a pat- 
tern of obedience for all children of the covenants of promise. 
Christian father and mother, may it be yours, through the grace of 
God, to command your children in the ways of the Lord’s covenant, 
and to see them obey. 

And lest you lose this blessedness, take warning from the noto- 
rious cases of failure recorded for your admonition. When the 
determined overthrow of Sodom drew nigh, Lot was chosen to be 
saved. But how fared his children. Two of his daughters were 
married to Sodomites, and when their father received the heavenly 
warning and ran, in his fatherly yearnings, to warn them, they would 
not hear. They were earnestly inquired after by the angels: “ Hast 
thou here any besides? sons-in-law, and thy sons, and thy daugh- 
ters, and whatsoever thou hast in the city.” He hastens to his 
daughters and their husbands: My children, the merciful Lord in- 
quires particularly after you, because you are mine. “Up, get ye 
out of this place, for the Lord will destroy it.” “But he seemed 
as one that mocked unto his sons-in-law.” Here was one father’s 
influence over his children. He himself and his unmarried daugh- 
ters were saved, “ yet as by fire.” But what was the end of those 
other children ? 

And where found he those sons-in-law when he went to call them ? 
In the haunts of blasphemy, think you not, and of drunkenness, of 
gambling, and of the nameless abominations with which Sodom 
abounded, and which caused its overthrow? Where were those 
children when their father was at prayer, deploring before God, in 
the grief of his righteous soul, the awful wickedness of the place ? 
And where spent they their Sabbaths, while their father, in his 
solitary sanctuary, was engaged in calling on the name of the Lord ? 
The God of mercy has left this awful example on record as a warn- 
ing for all. May the warning be effectual. 
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In these Gospel days, the children of believers are children of 
the covenants of promise. The parents having become proselytes 
to the christian faith, transmit as a kind of spiritual inheritance to 
their children, a share in the privileges of the visible church. Before 
the souls of these children can perish, these high privileges must 
be forfeited, and all their benefits spurned. If such hearers of the 
Gospel are lost, if the heirs of such honor come to shame and ever- 
lasting contempt, let them consider what an estate they will have 
squandered, and what a family title will be buried with them in the 
grave of their perdition. 
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